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In short the social function of the new compromise is to
protect the study of human society from what is called empiricism
(of approved topics) and muck-raking (when the subject is a
forbidden one). To those of us who live in Britain evolution is
no longer a forbidden topic. The perennial eclecticism of Protes-
tant Christianity has in turn assimilated evolution, the higher
criticism and birth control, if undertaken in a prayerful spirit.
To some extent it retains its hold on people because its more
vocal spokesmen include many men of humane and generous
outlook anxious to redress remediable social grievances. In Britain
an organized movement to assert the claims of free scientific
enquiry in higher education would be scarcely necessary, if we
had to reckon with no serious opposition from other bodies.

None the less the birth-throes of a new science are still painful.
Although we do not confine a man to a Bishop's palace with the
use of books when he looks up a telescope and announces a new
truth about the satellites of Jupiter, penalties for enquiry into
forbidden topics are scarcely less discouraging than in former
times. If he pries into the balance sheet of a great financial corpora-
tion and publishes the truth about it, ^e send him to hard labour
without writing materials. We no longer call it heresy. Our
secular theologians call it criminal libel.

To-day active opposition to realistic research is mainly directed
against attempts to study how man can enlist the new powers
which science has placed at bis disposal for the satisfaction of
common social needs and the prolongation of human life. This
opposition takes different forms in different countries. In some
it is honestly anti-rationalistic. In our own it is professedly
"rational." An example of the former is Fascist propaganda
which exploits fear of unknown contingencies and sentiments of
frustration which fasten on the foreigner in our midst as the
convenient symbol of inconvenient innovations. In Britain the
main obstruction to scientific humanism is the old enemy of
science. No longer the ritual Platonism of the Churches, it is
now the secular Platonism of the universities.
Two features of a culture which has its social basis in servile